REMARKS 

The Office Action dated June 11, 2007 has been received and carefully noted. The 
above amendments to the claims, and the following remarks, are submitted as a full and 
complete response thereto. 

Claims 1-23, 25, 34, 37-41, 49, 52-54, 56-58, and 66 are amended to more 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter of the present invention. No 
new matter is added. Claims 1-66 are respectfully submitted for consideration. 

As a preliminary matter, the Office Action, while not formally objecting or 
rejecting claims 7, 25, 38, 40 and 41, stated that the phrases "adapted to" and "capable 
of are not positive limitations. Applicants respectfully submit that claims 7 and 25 are 
amended to replace the aforementioned phrases with "configured to", and claims 38, 40 
and 41 are otherwise amended to recite positive limitations. 

The Office Action rejected claims 1, 5-14, 16, 19, 23-32, 34, 37-47, 49, 52, and 
56-66 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US Patent Publication No. 
2002/0036983 to Widegren et al. (Widegren). Applicants respectfully submit that 
Widegren fails to disclose or suggest all of the features recited in any of the pending 
claims. 

Claim 1, from which claims 2-18 depend, is directed to a method of controlling 
connection. A communication connection is initialized and a communication connection 
request is sent signaling for at least one service type to be used in the communication 
connection from a first communication entity to a third network element. The third 
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network element, requests an authorization for connection parameters from a fourth 
network element. The fourth network element decides on the connection parameters to 
be authorized for the communication connection and on service types which can be 
provided for the communication connection. A decision message is sent from the fourth 
network element to the third network element, wherein the decision message comprises 
an information portion that indicates, for each service, whether or not the fourth network 
element controls a further authorization regarding at least one of the service types in the 
communication connection. 

Claim 19, from which claims 20-36 depend, is directed to a system for controlling 
connection parameters. A third network element via which a communication connection 
is initialized, is configured to send a connection parameter request signaling for at least 
one service type to be used in the communication connection from a first communication 
entity. A fourth network element to which the third network element requests an 
authorization for connection parameters, is configured to decide on the connection 
parameters to be authorized for the communication connection and on service types 
which can be provided for the communication connection. The fourth network element is 
configured to generate and send a decision message to the third network element wherein 
the decision message comprises an information portion that indicates, for each service, 
whether or not the fourth network element controls a further authorization regarding at 
least one of the service types in the communication connection. 
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Claim 37, from which claims 38-51 depend, is directed to a communication 
network device for controlling connection parameters. A receiving unit receives from a 
third network element, via which a communication connection is initialized by a 
connection parameter request signaling for at least one service type to be used in the 
communication connection from a first communication entity, a request for an 
authorization for the connection parameters. A deciding unit decides on connection 
parameters to be authorized for the communication connection and on service types 
which can be provided for the communication connection. A generating unit to generate 
and send a decision message to the third network element wherein the decision message 
comprises an information portion that indicates, for each service, whether or not the 
device controls a further authorization regarding at least one of the service types in the 
communication connection. 

Claim 52, from which claims 53-65 depend, is directed to a communication 
control network element usable in a system for controlling connection parameters. The 
network element includes a first receiving means for receiving, when a communication 
connection is initialized by a first communication entity, a connection parameter request 
signaling for at least one service type to be used in the communication connection. The 
network element further includes a requesting means for requesting, from a fourth 
network element, an authorization for the connection parameters, wherein the fourth 
network element decides on connection parameters to be authorized for the 
communication connection and on service types which can be provided for the 
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communication connection. The network element also includes a second receiving 
means for receiving from the fourth network element a decision message wherein the 
decision message comprises an information portion indicating, for each service, whether 
or not the fourth network element controls a further authorization regarding at least one 
of the service types in the communication connection. 

Applicants respectfully submit that each of the above claims recites features that 
are neither disclosed nor suggested in Widegren. 

Widegren is directed to filtering and gating data flow in a QoS connection 
between a remote host and user equipment in a packet data network using policy control 
mechanisms includes a remote host initiating an application in an application server and a 
corresponding session between the remote host and the user equipment ("UE") via the 
application server. The UE requests, to a gateway support node ("GGSN") of the 
network, establishment of a network bearer service between the UE and the remote host. 
A corresponding policy control function ("PCF") in a policy server receives, from the 
application server, filtering data derived from session data received by the application 
server during the session. The GGSN interrogates the corresponding PCF in the policy 
server to initialize a gate using policy control filtering data at the GGSN. The gate then 
filters the data flow in the QoS connection according to the policy control filtering data. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Widegren fails to disclose or suggest at least 
the feature of "information portion indicating, for each service, whether or not the fourth 
network element controls a further authorization regarding at least one of the indicated 
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service types in the communication connection". Thus, according to the presently 
claimed invention, the "decision message" is sent to the third network element that 
includes an information portion indicating, for each service, whether or not the fourth 
network element controls a further authorization regarding at least one of the service 
types in the communication connection. Applicants respectfully submit that Widegren is 
silent with regards to this feature. 

More specifically, Widegren fails to disclose (see for example, paragraph [0097] 
and Fig. 20, steps 4-6) that an information portion is transmitted from the PCF to the 
GGSN (which correspond to the fourth and third network elements, respectively) which 
tells whether or not the PCF controls a further authorization regarding a service in the 
communication connection. Widegren merely describes that some sort of decision 
message is exchanged, but fails to teach or suggest that any additional information 
portion can be included which indicates whether or not the PCF is responsible for a 
further authorization, as described in embodiments of the presently claimed invention, for 
example, in paragraphs [0050] to [0053]. 

Applicants respectfully submit that because claims 5-14, 16, 23-32, 34, 38-47, 49, 
and 56-66 depend from claims 1, 19, 37, and 52, these claims are allowable at least for 
the same reasons as claims 1,19, 37, and 52, as well as for the additional features recited 
in these dependent claims. 

Based at least on the above, Applicants respectfully submit that Widegren fails to 
disclose or suggest all of the features recited in claims 1, 5-14, 16, 19, 23-32, 34, 37-47, 
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49, 52, and 56-66. Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) is 
respectfully requested. 

The Office Action rejected claims 2-4, 15, 17, 18, 20-22, 33, 35, 36, 48, 50, 51 and 
53-55 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Widegren, in view of US Patent No. 
7,024,487 to Mochizuki et al. (Mochizuki). The Office Action took the position that 
Widegren disclosed all of the features recited in these claims except processing, in the 
third network element, the decision message for enforcing a decision of the fourth 
network element in the communication connection and determining, based on the 
information portion, types of communication connection flows of which can be admitted 
by the third network element without consulting the fourth network element, and types of 
communication connection flows which are to be controlled by the fourth network 
element. The Office Action asserted that Mochizuki disclosed this feature. Applicants 
respectfully submit that the cited references, taken individually or in combination, fail to 
disclose or suggest all of the features recited in any of the above claims. Specifically, 
Applicants respectfully submit that Widegren is deficient at least for the reasons 
discussed above, and Mochizuki fails to cure these deficiencies. 

Mochizuki is directed to "management terminals" that send information to an 
"assistant server" which includes a demand information database supplied by this 
information (see Figs. 1, 2 or 6 and passage at col. 7, lines 30 to 48 of Mochizuki). 
However, Mochizuki fails to disclose any further communication between the 
management terminal and the assistant server. Mochizuki merely describes in Fig. 13 
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another case where such a later communication between the management terminal and 
the assistant server occurs (steps 51 109 and 51110). 

Further, Mochizuki is silent regarding the management terminal also transmitting 
an information portion indicating, for each service, whether or not the management 
terminal controls a further authorization regarding at least one of the indicated service 
types in the communication connection. Thus, Mochizuki fails to cure the deficiencies of 
Widegren. 

Based at least on the above, Applicants respectfully submit that the cited 
references fail to disclose or suggest all of the features recited in claims 2-4, 15, 17, 18, 
20-22, 33, 35, 36, 48, 50, 51 and 53-55. Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) is respectfully requested. 

Applicants respectfully submit that each of claims 1-66 recites features that are 
neither disclosed nor suggested in any of the cited references. Accordingly, it is 
respectfully requested that each of claims 1-66 be allowed, and this application passed to 
issue. 

If for any reason the Examiner determines that the application is not now in 
condition for allowance, it is respectfully requested that the Examiner contact, by 
telephone, the applicants' undersigned attorney at the indicated telephone number to 
arrange for an interview to expedite the disposition of this application. 
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In the event this paper is not being timely filed, the applicants respectfully petition 
for an appropriate extension of time. Any fees for such an extension together with any 
additional fees may be charged to Counsel's Deposit Account 50-2222. 

Respectfully submitted, 




David E. Brown 
Registration No. 51,091 
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